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„f murder be a fin, then dipping ordinarily in cold water over- 


head, in England, is a fin: and theſe that would make it mens reli- 
gion to murder themſelves, and urge it on- their conſciences as thcir 
duty, are f to be ſuffered in a common coealth, any more than 
highway mnrderers.” BAx TRR. 
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To gratify the Friends of Religious 
| Liberty, the following Pieces are, by per- 
miſſion, printed in this form. Imperfect 
copies have, indeed, been preſented to the 
Public, through the channel of a news- 
paper — and this conſideration, among 
others, renders an accurate ſtatement of 
the Controverſy needful. To perform this 
taſk, no perſon is, perhaps, better qualified 
than myſelf; and I think my vanity can- 
not be impeached, nor my impartiality 
ſuſpected, if the reader be informed that 
it is executed by one differently minded 
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* PREFACE. 


from either of the communities who are 
intereſted in the iſſue and that my abilities 
for the work are derived from the Secre- 
taries whom they have thought proper to 


appoint. 


With Amy CavpLE and IsABEL Dir PER, 
J have lived in friendſhip for many years, 
—and the Public may reſt aſſured, that 
there is not a ſingle word added to either 
the Petitions or the Letter, but what they 
have themſelves reſpectively ſupplied. 


EMMA DRY. 


Fhite- Hart Court, Gracechurch-ſtrect, 
5th February, 1786. 


A LEGAL. 


A 


LEGAL ATTEMPT 


TO ENFORCE THE PRACTICE OF 


Y 


INFANT BAPTISM. 


London, 4th December, 1785. 

ESTERDAY there was a very numerous 

and reſpectable meeting of the NURSES 

and CHAMBERMAIDS of the cities of London, 
Weſtminſter, and the Borough of Southwark, 
to take into conſideration the propriety of an 
application to Parliament, reſpecting the alarm- 
ing ſituation into which they are brought by the 
ſentiments and practice of a certain deſcription 
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of ſeparatiſts from the eſtabliſhed church, called 
BAPTISTS; Who, by ſundry publications, have 
brought INFANT BAPTISM into ſuch diſre- 
pute, that the perquiſites connected with their 
employment, are almoſt entirely deſtroyed, and 
the ſituation of thoſe attendants of the chamber, 
rendered truly deplorable gnd affecting. After 
a number of ſenſible and pertinent remarks on 
the ſubject, it was unanimoully agreed to chooſe 
a committee of fix, to prepare a Petition to be 
prefented at the next meeting of Parliament, In 
about an hour the committee returned, and 
read the following Petition, which received 
uncommon teltimonies'of applauſe, and was or- 
dercd to be ſigned by the Secretary, in behalf 
of the whole meeting: 


© WE, the NURsEs and CHAMBERMAIDS of 
the cities of London, Weſtminſter, and the Bo- 


rough of Southwark, beg leave to ſtate to this 


Zonourable Houſe, the great hardſhips under 
which we Jabour, and the irreparable injuries 
we have ſuſtained by the great neglect of IN- 
FANT BAPTISM. This ſacred ceremony was, we 
humbly conceive, wiſely ordered by the church 


for the moſt 'a'utary purpoſes to the CHILD, 


and for the benefit of others more immediately 
concerned, It would be altogether ſunbrfluous 


TS 
to inform this Honourable Houſe, that much 
of our ſupport is derived from the oblervance of 
this ancient rite. Every Member is, no doubt, 
apprized, that the gratuitous donations of sFO&S“ 
SORS, Or PROXIES, Who become oltenitble re- 
preſentatives for the infant to be chriſtened, form 
by far the greateſt part of thoſe pecuniary ad- 
vantages which were originally intended to {u- 
lace the wearineſs of ſleepleſs nights, and to 
recompence the exertions of that maternal cure 
and tenderneſs, inſeparably connected with our 
reſpective profeſſions. 


We are happy, however, that truth compels 
us to remark, that the BAPTIsSTs, againſt wlioin 


we have now the honour to petition, are the only 


perſons who have caufed this inſtitution to ba 


in their endeavours, and are, indeed, but too {uc- 
ceſsful in their attempts to aboliſh a rite which 
has been ſo long honourably retained, and be- 
neficially adminiſtred, For the retention of this 
ord nance, we have urged, in vain, the ruin of 
ourſelves and families; in vain have we pleaded 
the ſalutary effects tranſmitted to poſterity ; 
for, alas! appeals to humanity were treated with 
frigid indifference, and our tender concern for 
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the welfare of our charge, as the reveries of ſu- 
perſtition and bigotry. 


To carry. back the thoughts of this Honour- 
able Houſe to the remote period when theſe 
people were firſt known in the world, or mi- 
nutely to trace their ſucceſs in different ages of the 
church, would be as irkſome to you, as unplea- 
ſing to ourſelves, We have, indeed, nothing to 
do with ages or centuries elapſed ; we feel the 
effects of their zeal in the preſent, and under this 
impreſſion, we now petition for redreſs, 


© Were we to ſtate to this Honourable Aſ- 
ſembly, the means adopted by the BABTISTS 
for the propagation of their CRUEL sENTI“ 
MENTS, we might mention their ſermons, when 
preaching on the ſubject of baptiſm, and the 
many elaborate performances that iſſue from the 
preſs : of the latter, indeed, we now mean to re- 
fer to an inſtance which has perhaps no parallel 
in hiſtory, ancient or modern. It may be need- 
ful however to premiſe, that in years paſt, when 
knowledge was incomplete, and the views of men 
limited, and partial : ſome writers of our own 
church, as well as others, expreſſed themſelves 
with a degree of latitude and candour, ſuited to 
the times in which they wrote: they made con- 
ceſſions 
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ceſhons where truth compelled them to concede : 
others with more zeal, but leſs knowledge, grant- 
ed more than the intereſts of our cauſe could 
admit; ſo that by the candour of one, and 
the ignorance of another, the enemy has been 
armed with weapons to deſtroy the object which 
they themſelves intended to protect. Of this, 
the writer alluded to above, was perfectly in- 
formed; for he has not been content with uſing 
arguments profeſſedly his own, but has taken 
the advantage of candour and of weakneſs, and 


exhibited to the world a /pefacle, under tlie 


character of Pædobaptiſin examined on the prin- 
ciples, conceſſions, and reaſonings of the meſt 
learned Pædobaptiſts, that, it is to be feared, 
will frighten the remainder of our friends from 
both the BAsoN and the FonT, When this 
heterodox AfJailant firſt made his appearance, our 
fears were exceedingly alarmed ; and we ſtill 
are ſuſpicious, that unleſs ſomething ſpeedily be 
done, the foundation of our church will totter 
to its baſe, and the ſuperſtructure itſelf tumble 
into ruins, Permit us further to remark, that 
in this vigorous attack, the imbecilities of our 
ſtauncheſt friends are expoſed with rigorous 
exactneſs, and the arguments againſt us fo art- 
fully arranged, that we apprehend if the rem- 
nant of our freinds ſhould reaſon on the ſubject, 
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their minds may be alienated from a rite, which 


they have long thought it their duty and pri- 
vilege to obſerve, 


© It may perhaps be proper to relate, that we 
Have long found our pittance of fup;;ort gradual - 
ly decline ; but we were unwilling to complain— 


_ we were patient in bearing injuries which we 


could not eſcape—we thought that time might 
diſcover the deception, that prejudice would be 
ſpeedily removed, and that the conduct of paſt 
generations would be followed by the preſent. 


But of this we have now no hopes, unleſs the 


wiſdom of this Houſe graciouſly interpoſe, and 
by a vigorous reſolve, put a ſtop to the publi- 
cations of thoſe enemies to the ancient uſage 
of the church. 


We have now only to ſubjoin as an apology 


for approaching this Auguſt Tribunal, that we 


had no other channel in which to expect or hope 
for redreſs. Other means have been adopted, 
but adopted hitherto in vain—To the clergy, 
with whom we were formerly converſant, we 
have frequently appealed ; but they have left us 
to ſorrow and deſpair.— They told us there 
was no hope of convincing a ſedtary of an error, 
who oppoſed the DECISIONS OF THE CHURCH— 
that 
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that they felt the effects as ſenſibly as we But that 
as the continuance of INFANT BAPTISM depended 
not on ARGUMENT but on LAw, we muit have 
recourſe to our LEGISLATORS for redreſs, 


(Signed) 
AMY CAU DLE, Src, 


— Ä——ͤ—— 


COUNTER PETITION. 


London, December 28, 1785. 
AST week, at a general meeting of all 
the wivEs of the BAPTISTS in the cities 
of Jondon, Weſtminſter, and the Borough of 
Southwark; it was unanimouſly agreed that 
the petition intended to be preſented to Parlia- 
ment by the NURSEs and CHAMBERMAIDS, 
is an attempt to deprive them of their religious 
liberty, and that ſuch a procedure loudly calls 
for a counter petition, After ſome conſultation 
on the ſubject, a petition that had been previ- 
ouſly prepared was read, carried without a diſ- 
ſenting voice, and ordered to be ſigned by the 
Secretary in behalf of the whole body. 


WE, the wivEs of the BAPTISTS reſiding 
in the cities of London, Weſtminſter, and the 
Borough of Southwark, beg leave to approach 
this Honourable Houſe, imprefled with a due 
ſenſe of the mild government under which we 
live, and the civil and religious liberty we enjoy; 
and we are forry that an attempt to deprive us 
of this natural right, compels us to treſpaſs on 

the 
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the patience of this aſſembly, while we briefly 
ſtate the reaſons of our conduct reſpecting the 
matter in diſpute, and the ground on which 


our diſſent from the national eſtabliſhment is 
founded. 


© In matters of religion, we call no man Lord, 
for one is our maſter, even CHRIST: we ac» 
knowledge him as King in Zion, and the only 
LAW GIVER in his church. We conſider him 
as poſſeſſed of infinite wiſlom, and therefore 
competent to judge what ordinances are beſt 
calculated to anſwer the end for which they were 
inſtituted and we believe he has ordained 
ſuch, and ſuch only, as are adapted for that 
purpoſe. We alſo think it incompatible with 
our duty, as. ſubjects of his kingdom, to in- 
quire why a poſitive rite is thus to be perform- 
ed, and not otherwiſe, We do not pretend to 
diſpute the propriety of his injunctions, much 
leſs tacitly to arraign his wiſd om, by arrogating 
to ourſelves a diſcretionary power of altering or 
mutilating any of his appointments ; nor yet of 


ſubſtituting our own inventions, and of then rea- | 
ſoning analogically in order to ſhew they may 
anſwer the end he had in view, equally as well: 
We imagine this would be ſetting up our fall- 
ible judgments againſt infinite wiſdom; and, 

| virtually, 
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virtually, a renunciation of his authority and 
government. 


© On this ground we argue, that if our divine 


Lord intended infants ſhould be baptized, he 


would either have ſaid fo, or have left ſome ex- 
ample after which his followers might copy 
that in a matter of ſuch vaſt importance to his 
church, he would not have left us to the uncer- 
tainty of conjecture, or the dictates of caprice; 
but this he has done, if they are included in 
the divine appointment of baptiſm. It thould 
be remembered, however, that a ſuppoſition of 
this nature impeaches both his wiſdom and his 
goodneſs; his wiſdom, in adopting ſuch vague 
terms, though enacting a law intended to bind 
all his followers, as do not, nor can expreſs his 
meaning; his goodneſs, becauſe his fincere diſ- 
ciples might, on this ground, incur diſpleaſure 
by acting contrary to his divine will, without 
even the leaſt :zntention of rebellion, or neglect 
of his authority. 


© But we humbly preſume this is not the caſe, 
We are thoroughly convinced that the ordinance 
of baptiſm is clearly revealed, and the ſubjects 
to whom it ought to be adminiſtred, ſufficiently 


deſcribed. Our great Lawgiver has expreiſed 
his 
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his mind with clearneſs and preciſion ; in terms 
that cannot be miſunderitood “*, if the mind be 
free from prejudice and open to inftruCtion 
and we think we ſhall not do juſtice to the di- 
vine ſtatute, unleſs we introduce it to the notice 


of this honourable aſſembly—thus it runs— * 


© Go AND TEACH ALL NATIONS, BAPTIZING 
THEM IN THE NAME OF THE FATHHR, 


In terms that cannot be miſund:: flood, &c.] We know that 
aſſertions of this nature would not ſubſerve the intereſts of 
Peaxdobaptiſm—and we muſt do our opponents juſtice by obſer- 
ving, that they never appeal to ſcripture authority, in a direct way, 
to countenance their practice. They defend the favourite hypo- 
thetis by inferences and analogy—by appeals to paſiages, that 
in the hands of a Roman Catholic, would be as applicable to 
EXTREME UNCTION as to infant baptiſm—who, for inſtance, 
but a perſon deeply ſkilled in the ſacred myſteries of religion, 
could diſcover infant baptiſm in Gen, xvii, 7. EzeK. xvi. 20, 21. 
and Cant. vii. 2. Of the ingenuity of one friend, we will 
give the reader a ſpecimen & 'Thy navel, ſays the inſpired 
writer, in the text laſt quoted, is like a round gebiet which 
wanteth not liquor.” Here, ſays the learned Dr. EU arDs, is 
a great controverſy ſolved, namely, between vs and the Anabap. 
tiſts, who are againſt the baptizing of children, becauſe they are 
not come to years of underſtanding. Let it be remeinbied from 
what is ſuggeſted to us here, that infants (according to the notion 
which prevailed in thoſe days) receive nouriſhment by the nawel, 
though they take not in any food by the mouth — So it is no 
good objection againſt bap:izing infants, that they are ignorant 
and underſtand not what they do, and that they are not able to 
take in ſpiritual nouriſh...ent after the ordinary way : it may be 
done, as it is ſaid here, by the navel, by that feceral knot, or link, 
which ties them faſt to their chriſtian and believing parents. 


AND 
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AND OF THE SON, AND or THE Hor 
GrosT,* Now we conceive that our rightful 
Sovereign meant to be underſtood when this au- 
thoritative commiſhon iſſued from his lips ; that 
when he ſaid, go, and TEACH all nations, he 
intended ſuch to be taught as were capable 
of inſtruction; but if infants are included 
in the command, his language is, go and teach 
thoſe whom it is IMPOSSIBLE to teach : to 
ſuppoſe this, however, would be abſurd and 
impious; and yet if infants are to be baptized, 
the inference is fair, and the cenſure unavoid- 
able and juſt. 


© We beg leave further to ſuggeſt, that we think 
the divine law enaCts that teaching is to 
PRECEDE baptiim, and that none are to be 
baptized who are not previouſly inftruCted 
and it is clear to us, that unleſs this be the 
meaning, the words have no meaning at all; 
and we do not ſcruple to affirm, that thoſe wha 
baptize infants, invert the order of the original 
commiſhon, act contrary to the injunctions of 
the divine ſtatute, and praCiically ſay, we will 
not firſt teach and then baptize, but we will 
baptize and not te..ch at all—for thus it happens 


to infants whom they officiouſly baptize. 
Beſides, 


E 

Beſides, we conſider baptiſm as an act of reli- 
gious worſhip; and if the words contained in 
the inſtitution be properly viewed, perhaps the 
moſt ſolemn of any recorded in the New Teſta- 
ment — baptizing them, ſays the divine Law- 
giver, IN THE NAME OF THE FATHER, AND 
OF THE SON, AND OF THE HoLy GuosT; 
which muſt certainly be conſidered as an ad- 
dreſs to the party to be baptized, for to whom 
elſe will it properly apply ?—lt cannot apply to 
the ſurrounding ſpectators, becauſe they are not 
the parties to whom the ordinance is to be ad- 
miniſtred ; and the words of the adminiſtrator 
confirm our ſuſpicions, for he ſays, “I baptize 
THEE '—but what does it ſignify to ſpeak thus 
to a ſtruggling infant, who neither HEARS nor 
UNDERSTANDS; and who indeed is ſometimes 
held with diffculty, and ſeldom without ob- 
ſtreperous appeals to humanity for deliverance, 
even when the watry element is SPARINGLY 
uſed, and CAUTIOUSLY applied. Of the ab- 
ſurdity of this practice, thoſe who firſt introdu- 
ced infant baptiſm, ſeemed perfectly aware: 
they found themſelves involved in a dilemma 
from which they had never been extricated, had 
not the genius of that myſtery of iniquity which 
changed both the ſubject and the mode of bap- 
tiſm, propoſed the introduction of godfathers 
| C and 
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and godmothers, who were to be addreſſed in- 
ſtead of the children, and bound to the diſcharge 
of duties which they themſelves were unable 
to perform. This was certainly an expedient 
of ineſtimable value to the PRIEST: and as 
liberal ſecular advantages were connected with 
his adminiſtering baptiſm to infants, care was, 
no doubt, taken to inculcate its value and im- 
portance—to convince the unſuſpecting parent 
that the right of children to the ſacred ceremony 
was indi{putable—that to withhold them from 
it was a breach of duty unpardonable—that 
their cruelty would be eminently conſpicu- 
ous, becauſe their offspring were deprived of 
an ordinance, hy which they might be effectu- 


ally regenerated, and completely ſaved from 
perdition. 


That infant baptiſm was firſt adopted under 
an idea of its being abſolutely neceſſary to ſalva- 
tion, cannot, we preſume, jaſtly be denied. 
This abſurd and dangerous notion was firſt 
grounded on a miſinterpretation of theſe words 
of our divine Matter, «& Except a man be born of 
water and of the Spirit, he cannot enter into the 
kingdom of God;” and in this view, it 1s no 
wonder that the ordinance was conſidered of in- 
finite moment; nor need we be at all ſurprized, 

that 
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that the fick immediately became objects of 
prieſtly compaſſion ; and that thoſe who had lived 
to old age without the grace of baptiſm, received 
the ſalutary element in the agonies of death, 
But, alas! in this caſe alſo an obſtacle occurred 
that could not be eaſily removed: the circum- 
{tances of the patient, as to health, were ſuch as 
forbade the uſe of water, as applied by the apoltlcs 
and ſucceeding miniſters in the church: it was, 
however, at length decreed, that if the element 
could be but ſafely applied, the buſineſs would 
be done; and SPRINKLING being conſidered as 
the leaſt dangerous to the cLinic, this mode 
was readily adopted, and has been ever ſince 
retained as a SUCCEDANEUM for baptiſm. From 
this accommodating practice, 8PRINKLING fir! 
took its riſe; and we poſitively affirm, that pre- 
vious to the view of baptiſm as eſſential to ſalva- 
tion, there is no evidence that infants ever were 
baptized. If, however, infant baptiſm had been 
always adminiſtered by the apoſtles, and after- 
wards by their ſucceſſors in the church, as ſome 
ot our opponents venturoufly athrm; it is more 
than piobable that thoſe very LIN Is mult have 
undergene he ceremony themſelyes, and could 
th rio e ſtand in no need of having it repeated on 


the borders of the grave. 
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We again beg leave to remark to this Honour- 
able Houſe, that the words of our great Legiſlator, 
Go, and teach all nations, baptizing them in the 
name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghoft, is the divine ſtatute for the admi- 
niſtration of baptiſm; and we doubt not but 
every member clearly perceives, that ſo far from 
its containing a command for the baptiſm of in- 
fants, the very words themſelves form as ſtrong 
a prohibition as could eaſily be framed: for to 
ſay, „go TEACH,” and then * BAPTIZE," is in 
plain terms a FORBIDDING baptiſm previous to 
inſtruction ; and we are clearly of opinion, that 
if this Houſe were to enact, that every man 
{hould take a folemn oath BEFORE HE VOTED 
for a candidate to repreſent this country in Par- 
liament, it would be judged needleſs, and indeed 
abſurd, to add, he ſhall not voTE and then 
SWEAR, becauſe this is unqueſtionably implied 
in the words of the ſtatute; and if the officer ap- 
pointed to adminiſter the oath, ſhould, notwith- 
ſtanding the plainneſs of the precept, controvert 
the propriety of its order, and aſſume to himſelf 
the power of letting the citizen firſt voTE and 
then swEAR; we will venture to aſſert, that 
this Houſe would conſider its wiſdom impeached, 
and its dignity inſulted, by a man whoſe duty 
was ſubjection and obedience, It muſt, how- 

| ever, 
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ever, be acknowledged, on compariſon, that ſome 
diſparity will appear in applying this conduct of 
the officer to the ſubject in queſtion; becauſe he 
complies with the whole of his duty, only in a 
way different from appointment; but he who 
adminiſters baptiſm to infants, baptizes indeed, 
but teaching, which is certainly a very eſſential 
part of his duty, he neglects to perform, | 


We have already obſerved, that the words firſt 
quoted are the DIVINE LAw of baptiſm; but we 
do not mean to aſſert that there is no inſtance in 
ſcripture of baptiſm being adminiſtered, becauſe 
there are many; but it happens, unfortunately 
for our opponents, that in every paſſage where 
the ſubject occurs, there is no intimation of in- 
fants being concerned, though the apoſtles have 


been ſo explicit as to mention both MEN and 


WOMEN; nor is there a SINGLE PASSAGE, or 4 
SINGLE INSTANCE, from which the cuſtom can 
be rationally inferred. And we have too high 
an opinion of the wiſdom and goodneſs of HM 
we worſhip, to ſuppoſe, that if it had been his 
will that infants ſhould: be baptized, he would. 
not have left for our direction either precept or 
example, We cannot believe: that we are to 
ſpell out the ſecret counſels of his will by IN? 
FERENCE: and ANALOGY'; this is the work of 
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$CHOOLMEN and of PRIESTS, who are more. 
intereſted than we are, in having the minds of 
the ignorant and unwary impreſſed with an idea 
of PROFOUND MYSTERIES, only fathomable by 
adepts in Hebrew and Greek—that are only to 
be explored by minute reſearches into the dark 
records of antiquity, or by laboured inveſtiga- 
tions of the unmeaning jargon of cox Cs and 
SYNODs—we conſider ſuch men to be wiſe above 
what is written, and our divine Maſter as per- 
fectly acquainted with the jgnorance of which 
we are naturally the ſubjects, of the prejudices 
againſt which all his followers muſt combat, and 
as therefore graciouſly “ LEAvING Us AN 
EXAMPLE, THAT WE SHOULD. FOLLOW, HIS 
STEPS,” 


Beſides, we humbly preſume that the practice 
of infant baptiſm is not only contrary to the 
command of our divine Teacher, but repugnant 
to the nature and deſign of his kingdom in the 
world. He hath himſelf ſaid, “M K1n6Dom 
IS NOT OF THIS WORLD: not founded on 
WORLDLY MAXINS, and NATIONAL PREJU= 
NICEs.; but is purely ſpiritual, and compoled of 
members ſeparated from the world by the agency 
of the Divine Spirit, for ſpiritual, purpoſes. The 
time is now come, in which they chat worſhip, 

: muſt 
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muſt worſhip in ſpirit and in truth, for ſuch 
the Father ſecketh io worſhip him; but of this 
worſhip, or indeed of any other, infants are in- | 
capable, and therefore cannot be conſidered ag 
objects of his viſible dominion, nor fit ſubjects of 
any ordinance, in which ſpiritual ſervice and in- 
ternal worſhip are required, 
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Having, at ſome length, ſtated to this Houſe 
the ground on which we differ from the ſenti- 
ments of your petitioners, whoſe complaints * 
have brought us to the bar; we reſt perfectly 
ſatisfied, being confident that the wiſdom of this 
aſſembly will neither repreſs our love of truth, 
nor damp the zeal that would have it univerſally 
embraced ; much leſs. attempt, by compulſory 
edicts, to make us believe WITHOUT EVIDENCE, 
and practiſe without sCRIPTURE PRECEPT Or 
EXAMPLE,—this is all we ſolicit, and/ this our 
conſciences urge us to demand. 


Om — 
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* Theſe complaints were, it ſeems, excited by a publication en- 
titled, «© Pædobaptiſm examined, on the Principles, Conceſſions, and 
Reaſonings of the moſt learned Pædobaptiſts. By the REV. ABRa- 
HAM BooTH.” -A work, in our judgment, unanſwerable.—We 
conſider infant baptiſm as having received a evound for which there 
is no ſpecific.— We, therefore, ſympathize wich its diſconſolate 
friends, and aſſure them, that in order to facilitate its exit, our 
Joint interefts ſhall be ſpeedily exerted to procure, it poſſible, a 
repetition of. the: ſtrake—for it muſt be painful to ſee an object 
ſo much beloved, and ſo long enjoyed, lingering in the agonies of 


death, 
We 
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Me allo think it juſt further to remark, that we 
have no enmity or diſlike to thoſe of our noc- 
turnal attendants, who have, in this inſtance, ex- 
poſed our conduct to the world. We leave them 
to follow the dictates of conſcience; and this 
liberty we requeſt for ourſelves. We chearfully 
acknowledge their fidelity and care: we have 
been witneſs of their affection and fondneſs for 
the offspring committed to their charge; and we 
are willing, and ever have been willing, to re- 
compenſe their diligence by ſuitable returns: 
and if our endeayours have not reached the ſum- 
mit of their expectations, it muſt he owing to 
the treachery of our memories, which, from a 
long diſuſe of sPoNSORS or PROXIES in baptiſm, 
have forgotten the fees that cuſtom has eſta- 
bliſhed. 
(Signed) 


ISABEL DIPPER, Szcs» 
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To the Rev. Jonx HorsEY of Norihampione 


S 3 Ks 
AM commanded by the Society of which I 
L am a member, to make a tender of our 
thanks for the very ſeaſonable attempt you have 
made to ſupport the cauſe in which we are mu- 
tually embarked. We take it for granted, that 
our intended application to Parliament is a mat» 
ter of which you were informed ; we there- 
fore view your preſent publication, though un- 
ſolicited, as an effort to ſerve us at this critical 
juncture! and this conſideration alone, has 
laid us under obligations that we feel ourſelves 
unable to diſcharge. 


hut, Sir, whatever impreſſions your goodneſs 
may have made, we ſhall not be laviſh of enco- 
mium ; we had rather repreſs the riſings of gra- 
titude, than ſuffer it to overflow in ſtrains of 
panegyric that malignant envy might conſtrue 
into flattery. We have much to praiſe, and 
but little that the dictates of prudence ſolicit us 
to, blame; but of this little we mean to take 
tome curlory notice, that our impartiality may 
: | be 


* 
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be evident to all—that the world may ſee 2 
love of hypotheſis has neither blinded our un- 


derſtandings, nor fo perverted our judgments as 
to render truth and error equally important. 


We perceive that Mrs. DipPER's remarks on 
the commiſſion of Chriſt reſpecting baptiſm, 
have not eſcaped your vigilant attention, we 
think, however, that your reply does not re— 
move the difficulties with which our practice 
is, in her view, embarraſſed. That the words 
* go TEACH all nations, baptizing them,“ na- 
turally enforce teaching PREVIOVUs to baptiſm, 
we have always ſecretly acknowledged ; and we 
are fearful that your explanation of the paſſage 
will rather perplex than illuſtrate—will have a 
tendency to ſhew that we are ſtill in the wrong; 
and give ſome ſubtle enemy an opportunity of 
remarking, that, in order to get rid of one dit- 
ficulty, you have adopted another, and made 
uſe of arguments that confirm the aſſertions 
you were aiming to explode. 


& Let us,” ſay you, © review the commiſſion, 
and obſerve, whether it does not agree with this 
account. —Go teach, that is, proſclyte or diſciple, 
all nations, —h ow ? baptizing them; let that be 
the form of matriculation into my ſchool.” 

Now, 


E 

Now, Sir, admitting, for a moment, this ex- 
planation to be juſt, what ſhall we gain by 
it? — Can a perſon be PROSELYTED without 
a revolution of ſentiment ?: — The very word 
itſelf implies a change of opinion concerning 
ſomething formerly embraced as true, but 
which, on compariſon with another propoſed 
for belief, is afterwards rejected as erroneous or 
hurtful, The word PROSELYTE, therefore, 
which you have unwarily adopted, militates 
againſt us; for infants are incapable of thoſe 
mental operations which the word naturally 
{uggeits—nor, indeed, is the term DISCIPLE 
better adapted for the purpoſe—for how can a 
perſon be called a Disc1PLE, without being a 
follower of him to whom he looks for inf{truc- 
tion ?— I hele, you fee, are queſtions not eaſily 
anſwered ; and we fincerely wiſh you had not 
attempted to elucidate a paiſage which is too 
plain to need any comment, and againit which 
indeed we never durſt raiſe even a fingle objec- 
tion. You then fay,—< baptizing them in the 
name, that is, introducing them to the know 
ledge, and ſubjecting them to the authority and 
protection, of the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt.“— But it will be aſked, how does BAP- 
Iz IN an infant introduce it to the knowledge 
of theſe divine objects of worſhip ? Does it ex- 

pand 
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pand the intellectsilluminate the underſtanding 
inform the judgment direct the will, and 
engage the affections to reverence and love 
God 2 for this it muſt do, if infants are brought 
by baptiſm to know him, and to ſubmit to his 


authority 


like it aſſerted before. We believe, indeed, our- 
felves, that the child is regenerated by baptiſm ; 
but then this is quite a different aFair—for an in- 
fant may poſſeſs a principle of grace, and yet 
not act in a gracious manner—and the reafon 


is obvious—it cannot—becauſe this requires . 


mental exertions of which infants are NATU- 
RALLY incapable, 


You fay, that Chriſt adopted baptiſm only 
to perpetuate a rite which was practiſed in the 
Jewiſh Church before the commencement of 
Chriſtianity, in order to determine its uſe in the 
evangelical diſpenſation.“ Now OwEN, JEN- 
NINGS, BRADBURY, and others, give a very 
different account. They tell us, © that the 
Lorp Jzsus CHRIST ſhould transfer a Jewiſh 
rite, which in reality did vor EXIST, for the 
uſe of his diſciples, is deſtitute of all probability. 
— That it is more likely the Jews took the hint 


of proſelyte baptiſm, after our Saviour's time, 


than 


This is certainly impoſſible nor 
do we remember ever to have heard any thing 


. 
. 
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than that he BORROWED his baptiſm from them, 
—and that to fetch it from the Jews is a wILD 
IMAGINATION, and no better than ſeeking the 
LIVING among the DEAD. 


Now, Sir, you ſtep forward to contradict what 
theſe reſpectable characters have aſſerted, with- 
out bringing any evidence, but ſuch as out 
ableſt friends have diſmiſſed as not pleadable 
in a cauſe where ſo much is depending ; and 
indeed not pleadable in any cauſe, where refer- 


ence muſt be had to cither Judge or Jury for a 
verdict, 


You inform us alſo, that baptiſm © by no 
means aſcertains to the ſubject $PIRITUAL and 
SAVING bleflings ; he is truly marked out only 
as a child of the kingdom, not in the higheſt 
ſenſe, a child of God.“ Why, my dear Sir, 
{pardon our freedom) if you talk at this rate, 
you will ruin us indeed! How much more con- 
. tiftent is the language of our friend Mr. HENRY 
lle was aware of the unmenſe importance of 
infant baptiſm, for, ſays he, it is an ordinance 
whereby the perſon baptized is ſolemnly admitted 
à member of the viſible church; and that it doth 
yeal, confirm and make over to us, all the bene- 
hrs of the death of Chriſt! Now, Sir, this is 

1 is 
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is ſpeaking to purpoſe ; for in this light every per- 
ſon mult at once perceive that the ordinance is 
of infinite value, and, therefore, neither to be 
neglected nor deſpiſed, But according to your 
repreſentation, it is neither one thing nor ano- 
ther, and might as well be totally aboliſhed. 
We apprehend, however, that we have not much 
to fear from what you have advanced ; becauſe 
we have innumerable friends, equally reſpectable 
who have given evidence againſt vou. We have 
perhaps much more to dread from the very glar- 
ing contradictory aſſertions of thoſe writers who 
eſpouſe the cauſe we are now aiming to defend; 
for their accounts, both of the ordinance itſelf, 
and of the ſubjects to whom it ſhould be ad- 
miniſtered, are fo widely different, that the 
world have reaſon to ſuſpect the premiſes to be 
doubtful or obſcure, from which concluſions fo 
oppolite are drawn, That our enemies make a 
handle of our INSTABILITY, we have had re- 
cent proof that we never ſhall forget—we daily 
feel its force in argument againſt us, and indeed, 
what can they think, what ought they not to 
think, when they daily ſee we agree in nothing 
but to ditter ?—bFor our parts, we are unanimous 
in declaring with the Cyugcn, that by this or- 
dinance, we are made MEMBERS OF CHRIST, 
CHILDREN OF Gop, and INHERITORS of the 

| KINGDOM 
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£1xNGDOM of HEAVEN; and unleſs we all agree 
in aſſerting this, we ſhall not do any thing to pur- 
pole, The people will never think much of in- 
tant baptiſm, it this be not conſtantly affirmed; 
and though we do not find the practice autho- 
rized or countenanced by $CRIPTURE precept 
or example, yet it 1s not on that account to be 
made light of or neglected ; for it muſt ever be 
maintained that the CuUrcH has an undoubted 
power to decree KITES Or CEREMONIES for its 
members to obſerve, 


You next aſſert, that by the ordinance of bap- 


tiſm, „we are not admitted into any particular 


church or religious ſocicty, but ſet apart as v2/- 
ble ſubjects of Chriſt's kingdom at large.“ Now, 
Sir, this clauſe we cannot comprehend, We 
have always underſtood that in a religious view, 
there are but two claſſes of mankind ; namely, 
the CHURCH and the WORLD; or in other words, 
two deſcriptions of characters, the RELIGIOUS 
and IRRELIGIOUS, But you fay we are not 
to be conſidered as admitted into the CHURCH, 
nor any RELIGIOUS ſociety of men; pray then, 
Sir, into what are we admitted; Surely you 
dont mean to claſs our offspring among the IR- 
RELIGIOUS, and yet this is the concluſion your 
premiſes leave us to make, You ſay, indeed, 
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they are fet apart as vISIBLE ſubjects of Chriſt's 
kingdom at large; which appears to us unac- 
countably ſtrange! for we have been always told, 
that when any perfon became vI$IBLY a ſubject 
of Chriſt's kingdom, he was conſidered as a fit 
member tor the church, and as ſuch was readily 
received; but according to this new doctrine, 
Chriſt may have ſubjects that are vis1BLY his, 
who may not be ſet apart either for the chuRcH, 
or any KELIG1IOUS jociety whatever, 


You are pleaſed further to remark, that 
« Chriſtian baptiſm incorporated the ſubjects of. 
it among thoſe denominated CHRISTIANS (ef 
which claſs we perceive by your reaſoning above, 
the church or religious is not compoſed) being 
the BADGE or token of the Chriſtian religion, ag. 
circumciſion incorporated the ſubjects on whom 
that was performed, among thoſe denominated 
Jews, being the BADGE or token of the Jewiſh 
religion.“ Reſpecting the propriety of this com- 
pariſon, the moſt experienced of our members 
have been conſulted, and they all uniformly de- 
clare that there is not the leaſt reſemblance: and 
were it poſſible you could become one of us, 
there is not the leaſt doubt but you would ſoon 
be convinced of the propriety of their remarks; 
for there are many of our number who have 


been occaſionally called to officiate in the families 
of 


„ 
of JEws; and they all poſitively affirm (for I 
cannot ſpeak of my own knowledge) that 
there is an infinite diſparity—nay, that there is 
no analogy at all—that they have ſeen both ce- 
remonies repeatedly performed—that they could 
always diſtinguiſh with certainty the IsR AEL1- 
TISH SEED, becauſe the BADGE of which you 
ſpeak is fo deeply imprefled, that neither labour 
nor art, nor even time itſelf can entirely efface 


it—that on the contrary, the DESCENDANTS of. 


CHRISTIANS have no ſuch BADGE, by which 
to diſtinguiſh them from the children of INI.“ 
DbELS or HOTTENTOTsS—that were they com- 
pelled by oath to diſcriminate any one ſubject 
whom: they had even foſtered in their arms, and 
on whom they had ſeen the rite of baptiſm per- 
formed, they have no certain MARK Or TOKEN 
by which to identify his perſon. 


Now, Sir, this is not an aſſertion haſtily 
made, or founded on conjecture: we have deli- 
berately thought on the ſubject; we have EXA- 
MINED, again and again, the objects of our charge 
to whom the ſolemn ceremony of baptiſm hath 
been ſeriouſly applied: but we did not ſtop 
here—we were difhdent of ourfelves—we knew 
that infirmities were the concomitants of old 
_ age, and that DIMNEsS might betray us into 
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error; we therefore had recourſe to DoLLoxD 


to remedy the defeEt—no expenſe was ſpared in 
procuring glaſſes, both concave and convExX 


' —every one was ſuited with SPECTACLES ac- 


cording to age or to ſight; and indeed much 


time ſpent, but ſpent in vain, in order to diſ- 


cover, if poſſible, the MARKs or the BADGE of 


which you ſo conhidently ſpeak, 


That we are not ſingular in fentiment re- 
ſpecting this matter, we can eaſily demonſtrate: 


_« Baptiſm,” ſays Dr. ERSKINE, “has none of 
c thoſe properties which rendered circumciſion a 


« fit ſign and ſeal of an external covenant. 


_« Circumciſion impreſſed an ABIDING MARK; 


« was the characteriſtic of Judaiſm; belonged 


to all Jews, however differing in opinion or 


practice; and thoſe born of a ſew, even when 
« come to age, were entitled to it. Whereas 


<« baptiſm impreſſes no abiding MARK.” „ Cir- 
70 


„ cumciſion,” ſays the celebrated VENEMA, 


« was a permanent ſign. It was a characteriſtical 
« MARK of Judaiſm; nor was it capable of being 
«eraſed by any opinions or conduct, provided 
& the foundations of Judaiſm were not ſubverted 
« by them. Theſe things agree to circumciſion, 
« conſidered {imply as an external ſign; all which 
<« areotherwiſe now, in regard to baptiſm, Baptiſm 
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& js not a permanent MARK. It is not a diſtin- 
&« guiſhing character of real Chriſtians.” 


Beſides, we are unanimous in thinking that you 
exceedingly degrade the ordinance of Chriſtian 
baptiſm, by repreſenting it as a ſubſtitute for 
circumciſion. We agree with Dr. WILLIr, 
„ that arguments drawn from types and figures 
« conclude not, unleſs they be types ordained of 
God to ſuch uſe; neither are the ſacraments 
© of the Goſpel to be ſquared out according to 
ce the pattern of the ceremonies of the law.“ 
It is aſſerted,” ſays LIMBORCH, © that baptiſm 
c came in the room of circumciſion; and ſince 
c the latter was adminiſtered to infants, the for- 
* mer ought to be adminiſtered to them likewiſe, 
Taking this for granted, yet it will by no 
* means follow, that all the circumſtances pre- 
& {cribed in circumciſion ſhould likewiſe be ob- 
& ſerved in baptiſm. For, , infant baptiſm 
«is nowhere ſo expreſsly commanded as circum- 
« cifion is. Secondly, it would from thence 
„follow, that infants ſhould be baptized on the 
* EIGHTH day preciſely, or elle they would be 
cut off from the people of God. Thirdly, nay, 
„ they ſhould be baptized as ſoon as they are 
© born.—Furthly, if this conſequence were of 
any force, I might with parity of reaſon infer, 

« that 
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ce that ſince MALES only were circumciſed, 
& therefore now it is unlawful for the FEMALES 
<« to be baptized.” —And pray, Sir, what would 
become of us then? Surely we have ſuffered 
enough already by the loſs of children who un- 
doubtedly ought to have been chriſtened ; but 
if one half of the remnant that remains be taken 
away alſo, we ſhall be inevitably ruined,—So 
that after all our patient endeavours to rear the 
weakneſs of infancy to {trength—to perpetuate: 
poſterity for the happineſs of others—our in- 
tereſts are to be abandoned, and the languor of 
old age left to conflict with the miſeries of want. 
And yet, affecting as ſuch a conſideration muſt 
appear, this will certainly be the caſe, if infant 
baptiſm be deduced from ſuch premiſes. The 
reaſoning of our friends from circumciſion, as 
applicable to the ordinance in queſtion, has af- 
torded our enemies much ſcope for ridicule and 
triumph. You muſt have ſeen authors in the 
courſe of your reading, who have followed ana- 
logical inferences cloſely indeed !—We remember 
to have once met with a ſhrewd diſputant, Who, 
when arguing the point, boldly afferted that 
none of our infants had been properly baptized— 
&« for,” {aid he, *in order to render an obſervance 
« of ritual ſervice, or the performance of any 
act of religious worſhip acceptable, it muſt be 
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done in obedience to DIVINE PRECEPT or 
« EXAMPLE—but for the baptizing of infants 
& you bring no EXAMPLE—you plead no coM- 
4 MAND from either the OLD Teſtament or the 
& NEW. Vour practice is founded on analogical 
*& inferences drawn from an antiquated rite 
* which was ſacredly enjoined; but this cannot 
be ſaid of the ordinance for which you con- 
tend. — And if you will infer, that becauſe the 
«© ABRAHAMIC feed were CIRCUMCBSED, there» 
&« fore your children ſhould be cHzis TENED— 
and uſurp a diſcretionary power of abandoning 


« the KNIFE for the element of wATER ; the 


** ſame indulgence cannot be granted for Ap- 
& PLYING the 8UBSTITUTE to a PART not 
„originally APPOINTED, without deſtroying 
e the force of all your reaſonings from analogy 
6 —Were this admitted, you might with as 
% much propriety ſprinkle the FEET as the 
« FACE; for the one is as much commanded as 
<« the other, or, indeed, any diſtinct part of the 
« body which the W of fancy might de- 
« ſcribe,” 


Now, Sir, to theſe remarks we were, for more 
reaſons than one, unable to reply.—We felt our- 
ſelves ASHAMED and embarraſſed, We found 
that we had adopted premiſes from which no 

concluſions 


— — 
3 — 2 


„ 
concluſions for our practice could fairly be 
drawn; we therefore unanimouſly determined 
to diſcard the argument as INDECENT and USE=- 
LESS, and as calculated to deſtroy the inſtitution 
we were labouring to defend. 


But this diſcomfiture, however painful or un- 
pleaſing, had its uſe—it was productive of good 
that we never once expected, —We determined 
no longer to take matters upon truſt, as we had 
tormerly done—hut reſolved at once to examine 
the ſcriptures for ourſelves—the OLD and New 
Teſtament were read with diligent attention— 
and much time ſpent in ſearch of the evidence 
we were led to expect—but, alas! we found no 
traces of INFANT BAPTISM being any where 
commanded, nor any example after which we 
might copy. Our diſappointment was imme- 
diately announced to a CLERICAL acquaintance, 
on whoſe ſecrecy and judgment we could ſafely 
rely; and his opinion conſulted reſpecting the 
filence of ſcripture on a ſubject of ſuch impor- 
tance and uſe. He told us, that infant baptiſm 
was not, indeed, any where SYLLABICALLY 
expreſſed, nor was it needful that it ſhould; be- 
| cauſe it might with equal ſafety be interred from 
the cuſtoms and ceremonies which the ancient 
Jewiſh ritual euforced. This remark appeared to 

us 
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us INGENIOUS and STRIKING—as admirably 
adapted to the purpoſe for which it was brought; 
and we loſt no time or opportunity in uling it to 
ſupport the cauſe in which we are engaged: and 


we ſhould perhaps have done fo to the preſent 


moment, had not the ADVERSARY alluded to 
above, put a final ſtop to our reaſonings drawn 
from ANALOGY, That we have long made 
uſe of improper means to ſupport INFANT BAP“ 
TIsu, we are thoroughly convinced—and we 
are firmly perſuaded, that the only ground on 
which it can be fairly defended, is the ANCIENT 
USAGE OF THE CHURCH,—Her countenance 
and ſanction are, in fact, DIVINE LAW—and 
theſe ALONE muſt be the RULE of our conduct, 
and the sTANDARD of obedience. He that 
ſeeks to eſtabliſh INT ANT BAPTISM on any 
other foundation, detracts from the GLORY of 
the CHURCH, and is building on the SAND. 


After having ſaid thus much, we think our 
vanity cannot be impeached, if it be preſumed 
that our evidence muſt have weight in the ſub- 
ject before us. We cannot be ſuſpected of par- 
tiality or duplicity, for we are really ſorry to 
ſee our friends ſo UNSTABLE—ſo fond of de- 
parting from the good old way, and ſo deſirous of 
making EXPERIMENTS in religion. Confident 

we 
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we are, that nothing but unanimity and firmneſs 
ean retain the rite we ſupport. It muſt be 
owned we ſtand in JEOPARDY at preſent; and 
where muſt we look for deliverance?—not to 
contradictory aſſertions, and inferences drawn 


from cuſtoms which Chriſtianity hath long ſince 


aboliſhed. Let us not plead evidence that we 


never can produce—let us openly aſſert the 


SILENCE of ſcripture, and appeal to the wiſe 
deciſions of the cHURCH, We are ſurrounded 
by enemies ever on the watch;—we have long 
occupied poſts, that, in the hour of conflict, have 
been found always untenable; and where ſhould 
we flee in the moment of danger, but to the 
STRONG HOLD from which we cannot be dit- 


' lodged? This aſylum the church hath provided 


as a place of reſt and of ſafety; for he muſt be 
impiouſly bold who even dares to ſcale the walls 
that ſhe hath erected, and prodigal of life indeed, 
who againſt her batteries would hazard an 
attack, | | 
(Signed) = 
AMY CAUDLE, Sze. 


21/ Jan. 1786. 


